Within sub-Saharan Africa, 569 million people, amounting to 69% of the population, do not use improved sanitation. This study presents an overview of European Union (EU) donor support to sanitation in sub-Saharan Africa and proposes a method for investigating the effectiveness of 
INTRODUCTION
The United Nations Development Summit in 2000 agreed a set of time-bound and measurable goals for international development efforts. Donor agencies that support the water and sanitation sector have been strongly driven by the resulting Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and their associated targets. With 2015 rapidly approaching, globally 2.6 billion (2.6 × 10 9 ) people do not use improved flows were insufficient to achieve the MDG target for sanitation and 32 having insufficient finance to reach the drinking water target. In 2008, development aid for sanitation and drinking water amounted to US$7.4 × 10 9 (GLAAS ), whereas global cost estimates to reach the MDG target vary enormously from US$6.7 × 10 9 to US$75 × 10 9 per year depending on the assumptions made (WELL a). 
METHOD
This research uses a mix of documentary and quantitative analysis to address the three components of the work as follows. The overall criteria for choice were: to give sub-regional balance within Africa; to ensure that countries were in receipt of significant ODA from EU member states; and countries for which national level resource allocation data for sanitation were available at the time this research was carried out during late 2010. In addition to the available data on ODA, further financial data were obtained from the country sector overview (CSO) studies (AMCOW ) which identify governments' planned expenditure on sanitation disaggregated into internal and external components; these refer to the respective contributions to the total from the government's own financial resources and those of its donors. The detailed primary data on which the country analyses are based are reported separately (Cotton et al. ) .
Donor policy review

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
EU donor policy on sanitation 
Approaches
The majority of established donors identify the significance of moving towards greater harmonisation and coordination, to increase aid effectiveness and coherence. Some donors make specific mention of generic approaches, but the general sense is one of a need to align with national (recipient) processes.
(continued)
Where donors identify how they cooperate with country governments, it is not given in specific terms.
It is based more on elements of programme implementation than in relation to the allocation and tracking of financial assistance. 
Monitoring
EU financing for sanitation in Africa
Analysis of the data from both the OECD CRS and the GLAAS for the eight EU donors (the donor group), for whom disaggregated data are available for water supply and sanitation, demonstrates both the significance of aid flows to the region and the extent to which that aid is targeted.
• Thirty five per cent (US$156 million) of their ODA for water supply and sanitation in sub-Saharan Africa goes to sanitation.
• Fifty four per cent (US$83 million) of their ODA for all sanitation in sub-Saharan Africa goes to basic sanitation.
• Disparities between financing for urban and rural sanitation in the case study countries Considering that a much higher proportion of people in urban areas already have access to water supply and sanitation, the urban-rural differences are more significant. It For sanitation, there appear to be two contributing issues.
• The wide range of per capita unit costs used to develop expenditure plans; and
• The allocation of subsidies, as measured by the proportion that households are expected to pay (Table 2 ).
Assigning realistic unit costs for planning both urban and rural sanitation programmes is clearly problematic and data are limited. In Burkina Faso, the capital cost of latrines is reported to vary from US$54-US$109 for rural,
and US$105-US$177 for urban (Klutsé et al. ), although
it is not possible to compare these data with Table 2 Whilst it is not possible to draw any conclusions from these data concerning cause and effect with respect to rural OD trends, subsidy arrangements and the unit capital cost for latrines, the inference is that Uganda has developed relatively cost-effective ways of reducing rural OD given that it has zero subsidy and relatively low allocations of ODA per Further analysis attempting to correlate the trends in ODA for basic water supply and sanitation with OD was attempted, but the uncertainties in the historic budget allocations are too great to enable meaningful conclusions to be drawn.
Determining the direction of travel
Whilst the above data do not imply a cause-effect relationship, the findings have potential implications for EU and other donor support; further analysis may help to obtain a sense of 'direction of travel' for countries tackling their sanitation deficit. The situation can be represented in the form of a quadrant plot, Figure 4 ; this offers a means of locating countries' performance in relation to proxy measures of The current paucity of reliable data for sanitation expenditure (inputs) means that the scope for further in-depth analysis using this approach is limited. However, recent changes to the OECD DAC CRS and the increased scope of future GLAAS reports, in terms of the number of contributing countries, means that significantly more disaggregated data for sanitation will become available, particularly if the AMCOW CSO studies are continued. This is particularly significant for developing longitudinal analysis of trends that will greatly assist the understanding of aid effectiveness for sanitation at national level.
There remains a pressing need to improve sanitation monitoring in the three study countries to better understand the links between inputs and outcomes. Financial disbursements to sanitation programmes at country level are largely unmonitorable and it is not possible to link disbursements directly either to outputs or outcomes in sanitation, particularly for rural areas. Financial flows to sanitation can only realistically be identified at the point of utilisation, for example to distinguish between the effectiveness of urban and rural programmes, by radically strengthening national sector monitoring. To be achievable, this will require increasing effort on the part of all donors. Both the policy framework and the financial imperatives are therefore in place for EU donors to actively support the development of national monitoring systems.
